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HAITIAN MISSION DECEMBER 2006: 


FIFTEEN DAYS, FIVE CITIES, 
FOUR LITURGIES 


Should I go on? Three hotels, a few good 
meals, two air journeys within the country, a 
considerable number of bone-jarring hours on the 
streets of Port-au-Prince and the “highways” — 
and an all-day seminar for clergy and readers 
thrown in for good measure. An appealing start to 
a tour-guide brochure? Probably not! Butall in all, 
it was a very satisfying visit (only missed one “site”, 
the community at LaPlaine), though probably not 
one to be repeated — just a bit much! 

The pictures tell the story pretty well, of a 
Mission well established, steadily growing in many 
locations, both in numbers and in the practice of 


h Faith Glory be to God! 


At the Church of the Nativity of the 
Theotokos, Port-au-Prince, separated rooms at the 
back of the church have been removed, for a much 
larger open space; the interior has been re-painted, 
and the floor tiles (doesn’t look a whole lot different 
from bare concrete in a photo, but the difference in 
“feel” is impressive). The work was accomplished 
in time for the parish feast in September, but I 


didn’t see it till this trip. 
(continued p. 27) 
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SAINT SYLVESTER, POPE OF ROME 
WHOM THE CHURCH COMMEMORATES ON THE 2ND OF JANUARY 


Our blessed father Sylvester was a native of the 
envied and renowned megalopolis Rome While 
still a youth he was a student of a celibate priest at 
Rome whose name was Cyrion, a man who was 
godly, wise, and in doctrine Orthodox. As the 
blessed Sylvester was taught by him, he adhered to 
the true doctrines of our Faith and imitated the 
ways of his teacher as every day he progressed in 
godliness, declaring the truth to all, without con- 
sidering the threats of the idolaters. He was a man 
of hospitality who opened the door to everyone and 
especially to those who came from distant lands; he 
catered to them generously. 

Among the strangers there was a monsignor by 
the name of Timothy who came there from 
Antioch and preached Christ openly as an apostle. 
The great Sylvester did not cower as did the other 
Christians, refusing to accept the herald of the 
Faith, but he received him with gladness and gave 
him quarter for an entire year as he stayed in Rome 
and taught the Holy Gospel, returning many to the 
true Faith. For this the unbelievers locked him up 
in jail and tormented him fora long time in diverse 
ways, and at the end they beheaded him. When St. 
Sylvester saw this, he waited till dusk, and under 
cover of darkness he took his holy relics and hid 
them in his house for a number of days until a 
wealthy lady gave a sum of money to St. Meltiades 
who was archbishop at the time. They built a 
church in his honor, placing his relics inside with 
piety as they should. Then they conducted an all 
night vigil with all the clergy and the archbishop. 

Meanwhile the eparch heard about this and he 
commanded that our saint appear before him and 
threatened him, saying: “You must sacrifice to the 
gods. Otherwise I will see to it that you will meet 
a bitter end.” But our saint could foresee by the 
Holy Spirit that the end of the eparch was near, so 
he gave an evangelical answer, saying: “On this very 
night they shall demand your soul.” Thatis, on this 
night you shall give up your soul so that you will 
receive the reward as you killed a just man un- 
justly.” The eparch turned in anger and ordered 
that the saint be incarcerated in heavy chains. As 


this was done, he went to his house; and as he was 
eating fish, a bone was lodged in this throat and 
neither the doctors nor the gods were able to help 
him. He suffered from the time he supped until the 
midnight hour, and then the evil one had an evil 
end just as the saint had prophesied. The pious 
Christians were relieved at this while the idolaters 
were terrified that they too might suffer a similar 
fate. They took the saint out of jail and fell at his 
feet, begging him not to be angry with them for the 
dishonor they had caused him. 

The blessed Sylvester was so endowed with 
grace from God that not only the pious people, but 
even the idolaters, loved him for his virtue and 
respected him. So when he turned thirty the above 
bishop ordained him a deacon, for he was humble 
and good-natured and in general he possessed 
heavenly morals. His greatest attribute among 
others was to bring many unbelievers to the Faith. 
Thus he shone as a firebrand in the dark as many 
would say. Because of his godly way of life and the 
other qualities and feats there was a congregation of 
many Christians and the reason they gathered was 
to convince him to become their prelate. However 
he refused, insisting that due to his youth he was 
not worthy to becomean archbishop. But the more 
he tried to avoid them, the more they pressed him, 
and against his will they ordained him. And the city 
was set atop the mountain according to the Gospel, 
and the lamp was placed on a pedestal, so that 
everyone might receive light from it. 

After the divine Sylvester became successor of 
St. Peter, he labored to emulate his zeal and energy 
as he shepherded the rational sheep to pastures of 
salvation. In other words he taught them the 
commandments of the Lord so that they would 
keep the true doctrines of the Church. The blessed 
Sylvester enacted numerous laws, preceding the 
other prelates, and he directed that the clergy and 
other ecclesiastical members must not be involved 
in secular affairs, but only in prayers must they 
participate. He advised that no one should fast on 
the Sabbath as people do in the west. Only during 
the Great Sabbath they must fast during which the 
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Lord was in the grave. He also renamed the days of 
the week which the Romans called the first, Sun- 
day, the second Moonday, the third Mars day, the 
fourth Mercury’s day, the fifth Jupiter’s day, the 
sixth, Venus’ day, and the Sabbath, Saturn’s day. 
In Rome there is a mountain which they call 
Tarpeium, where the Capitolium was built. In that 
mountain there is a deep cave wherein lived a fright- 
ful dragon. To this dragon they brought food every 
month. The ones who did so were sorcerers and 
Then they 


withdrew from that place, reciting satanic verses or 


enchanters, both men and women. 


incantations. The dragon came out as far as the 
entrance of the cave, but beyond that he would not 
venture. However, from his breath and stench the 
air was polluted and many people were infected. The 
children were affected the most. The idolaters came 
to the saint and said: “Go into the cave, and force the 
dragon, with the power of your God, not to come out 
so that people would not die, and then we shall 
believe in your God.” St. Sylvester at once called 
together all the faithful, both clergy and laity, and 
they fasted for three days, praying and supplicating 
God to showa miracle, so that His holy name would 
be glorified. On the third day, the Holy Apostle 
Peter appeared in his sleep and said to Sylvester: 
“Take Theodore and Dionysus the priests, Romanos 
and Honoratus the deacons, and conduct a service at 
the entrance of the cave. After the liturgy, take a 
heavy chain and go to the dragon’s lair until you will 
find an iron door. You will close this door tightly and 
you will secure it with the chain by passing it through 
the loops. Then you shall call upon the name of our 
Lord Jesus saying: “May this gate never be opened 
until the terrible day of Judgment.” As the divine 
Sylvester did all these things he rescued the whole city 
from direful death. Thus those that worshipped the 
demons previously became ministers of the Holy 
Trinity, and many idolaters were baptized. And not 
those at large, but also those who served the dragon. 

When Maxentius became Emperor at Rome, 
he stirred a great persecution against the Christians. 
He ordered that as many Christians as refused to 
sacrifice to the idols must be punished in diverse 
ways. Many Christians were martyred at that time. 
And many more who fled the madness of the tyrant 
sought refuge in the mountains. To the same 


mountains escaped many clergy, and there with 
assistance from the priests they served the Chris- 
tians. Along with them was the blessed Sylvester. 
He gave way to evil and retreated to the mountain 
and hid. But he did not hide for fear of death, but 
rather to safeguard his flock. In those days, the All- 
Merciful and Almighty sent a redeemer to his 
people, the Great Constantine, who marched from 
the west with his forces, and by the power of the 
Cross defeated the army of Maxentius. And 
Maxentius, having been overpowered, fell into the 
Tiber River and drowned. 

When the great Constantine marched into 
Rome he was proclaimed by the Senate and the 
army as Emperor. Then the God-sent Constantine 
issued an order that in every part of the city Crosses 
must be set up, and the imprisoned Christians must 
be set free. He recalled those who were sent into 
exile, and enacted a law giving Christians the right 
to worship. This was not the only law that he 
promulgated. Many were the laws that he set up in 
order to glorify God and to support the Faith of the 
Christians. It was against the law to blaspheme the 
name of Christ, or to abuse a Christian. The 
transgressors were punished severely and their be- 
longings confiscated. These laws were supple- 
mented by additional similar laws. At that time, the 
Christians who were hidden came back to the city 
and the clergy returned, as the blessed Sylvester 
came down from the mountain, invited by the King 
who was searching for him. He beheld the Apostles 
Peter and Paul in a vision and they ordered him to 
recall the prelate Sylvester. 

Saint Sylvester appeared before the King and he 
taught him the sacraments of the Orthodox Faith. 
And the good Constantine believed in everything at 
once, and bent down his head and our saint prayed 
over him, making him a catechumen. He also 
cured him of the illness that was plaguing him. He 
postponed his baptism until later because he 
wished to be baptized in the Jordan River where the 
Lord was also baptized. The pious King saw to it 
that a great Church of the Savior was constructed 
within the palace, which structure he designed with 
his own hands; he himself did the ground-breaking 
ceremony. Thereafter, as many as twelve thousand 
men were baptized, as well as many women and the 
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children. The idolaters were being put to shame 
every day while the Faith triumphed. 

One day the King summoned all the Senators 
and addressed them: “Ye must know, O beloved, 
that the intellects of the defiled souls cannot accept 
a soul-saving advice, because they are immersed in 
the darkness of ignorance. Those who succeed in 
opening the eyes of their mind, will come to know 
the truth so that they will not worship senseless 
objects, or creations of the hands of men. 

My actions ye should receive as an example so that 
you will believe in the true God in whom I too believe 
with all my soul. We should worship Him alone and 
not the senseless idols which are notable to help us, but 
rather they need help from us so that we may safeguard 
them. Otherwise they run the risk of being harmed or 
stolen. I do not wish to impose the Faith on anyone, 
butasa friend advise you for your own good. Human 
bondage is imposed against the will of the slave. But 
the all-good God never forces anyone. He wishes that 
people worship Him of their own volition witha mind 
that is sober and prudent.” 

As the pious king finished these words everyone 
exclaimed in a great voice: One is the true God 
Jesus the Lord Who hath delivered our king from 
his infirmity. His next step was to set up light posts 
in the palace and in every major sector of the city, 
which caused jubilation everywhere and celebrat- 
ing in the streets. The tombs of the saints were 
ornamented, those who were imprisoned set free, 
and those who were in bonds for the name of Christ 
they freed; the ones who were in exile they recalled; 
and simply speaking many good deeds were per- 
formed to His glory. And the Church of Christ was 
joyous because it was delivered from the atheist 
tyrants and it gave glory to the Almighty God. The 
persecutions against innocent Christians ceased 
and all the world rejoiced. Only the serpent who 
preys upon good was bitter. He could not suffer 
such a deadly wound, so he sought a way to prevent 
the progress of the Faith. In the days of old he used 
the serpent as an instrument, and Eve to oust Adam 
from Paradise. Thus at that time, he attempted by 
means of the Jews to subjugate the Faith, and the 
way he planned it was as follows: 

At that time the Mother of the King (Helen) was 
in Bithynia because she was born there. A group of 


Jews went to her saying: “It is a good thing that your 
son renounced the idols. But he fell into another 
trap, asimilar one, for now he worships a condemned 
man whom our fathers crucified. Therefore, if you 
love him as your son, advise him to worship only the 
eternal God, that He might grant him length of days 
and bestow glory upon him in the future life eter- 
nally.” As a woman, the king’s mother believed in 
the treacherous words of the infidel Jews and sent a 
letter to her son saying the following: “I was glad to 
hear that you were liberated from the delusion of the 
demons. Again, however, I was saddened that you 
believe in Christ, Whom the Jews crucified. I beg of 
you my dear son to return to the Almighty God 
Whom the Jews worship Who is true and omnipo- 
tent, ifyou wish to livealong time upon the earth and 
to live a life everlasting.” 

The king received this letter and sent the fol- 
lowing reply: “My dear mother; rejoice in the Lord! 
He Who rules all the world and gives us life and 
sustenance granted that I become king: We there- 
fore should not appear ungrateful to our benefac- 
tor. Choose the wisest teachers among the Jews and 
let them come and have a discourse with the bish- 
ops of Christ in our presence, and then we shall 
know the real truth. Then we shall come to the 
Orthodox Faith. Health be unto you.” 

Following this, the Jews selected twelve promi- 
nent teachers among the Pharisees who were ex- 
perts in their own language and also in Greek and 
in the language of the Romans. One of them was 
an enchanter and knew more than the others but he 
was also more subtle. His name was Zambres. 
They all came to Rome with the mother of the king, 
and suggested to the king that he select twelve of the 
bishops of the Christians so that they would have a 
dialogue and that the truth might be made mani- 
fest. The blessed Sylvester gave the following reply. 
“We do not base our hopes in the numbers of men. 
For as long as we have little help on earth the power 
of God helps us all the more.” The Jew said to him: 
If you wish to bea good and worthy teacher, do not 
mention the Bible or any of your books. Only from 
the Prophets do we wish to hear. Saint Sylvester 
replied: “This I too had in mind. For when I defeat 
you with the arguments of your teachers, then you 
will not have a mouth to speak with.” 
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The Jew spoke first: “The Almighty God said: 
“Behold for Iam God and there is no other beside 
me.” Now, if He says that there is only one God, 
why do you dare name three — the One that we 
confess, Whom you call the Father, the second the 
Son, Whom our fathers crucified, and the third, the 
Holy Spirit?” Saint Sylvester responded: “We 
confess only one God and worship Him. We say 
(about Him) that He was the Logos as does the 
Prophet. “By the Logos of God the heavens were 
founded.’ We say Spirit as did the Prophet: ‘And 
the spirit in his mouth is all his strength.’ We say 
of the Son as did the Prophet: ‘As of the face of the 
Father. Thou art my son, today I have begotten 
thee!’ Now, today means always, because in God 
there is no today or yesterday, for He is above time 
and without a beginning and gives birth to the Son 
now and always. That is why in Genesis we read: 
‘Let us make man in our own image.” And the Jew 
replied: “The human intellect cannot conceive of 
such a doctrine in order to confess the Father, Son 
and Holy Spirit.” Saint Sylvester answered him: 
“Did you not read in David where it says: “The Lord 
saith to Jesus: Sit on my right side; Thou art my 
Son.’ And in another place: “He shall address me; 
Thou art my Father.’ And again about the Holy 
Spirit it states: “Take not thy Holy Spirit from me.’ 
And again: “The Spirit of His mouth is all His 
strength.” 

At that particular time, the king interposed and 
said: “I am amazed because the Jews are defeated 
with so many arguments from the Scriptures and yet 
they are contentious and quarrelsome.” Then he 
turned to the Jews and said: “Behold, it is evident that 
there is a Father, Son and Holy Spirit, as it is proven 
by your own arguments. There is no need therefore 
to discuss this subject any further. If you have other 
differences talk about them.” One of the Jews put 
forth the notion: “In your Bible it says that Jesus 
increased in age and wisdom and that He was 
tempted by the devil, then He was betrayed by his 
disciple. They tied Him up, they mocked Him, they 
flogged Him, then they crucified Him and He died. 
Now if He was God, why did He suffer?” Saint 
Sylvester said to him: “All these things were spoken 
by the Prophets, so hearken: Isaiah says this about 
Christ’s immaculate birth: ‘Behold the virgin is with 


child and shall give birth to a son and shall call his 
name Emmanuel.” The wise Sylvester recited many 
more prophesies, for instance about the upbringing 
of Christ, about His passion and the Resurrection (If 
I prove it to you are you willing to admit before the 
magistrate?). At the end he recited a passage from 
Jeremiah which says: “In His burial the dead shall 
have life.” “For,” he continued, “at the time when 
Christ was crucified and buried, the tombs were 
opened up, and many dead people came back to life. 
Thesun hid its rays, and the curtain in the temple was 
torn in twain. There was a terrifying earthquake, and 
the Greeks confessed Christ as the Son of God. 
Therefore, Oh Jew, if you wish to prove that the 
Prophets did not say these words you must accept 
them also and admit that Christ is God and man. If 
you do not admit it willingly, you confess it involun- 
tarily with your spite, saying that the Prophets were 
correct as they were heralds of the truth. If on the 
other hand you claim that they lied, you deny your 
religion.” 

The King was receptive to the words of 
Sylvester and said to the Jews: “You cannot refute 
any of the arguments presented here because the 
Scriptures state all these things.” They responded 
with the following premise: “Those words that the 
Prophets spoke about other people, you apply them 
to Christ falsely.” St. Sylvester responded to this: 
“Show me another man who was born of a virgin 
and was crucified and resurrected in three days and 
then I will admit that they did not say it for Christ,” 
With these words spoken by Saint Sylvester, and 
the refutations of Zambres and the other Jews, a 
long time passed by. Meanwhile the King grew 
weary of the Jews. Their arguments were weak, and 
their assertions vain. He wanted to bring an end to 
the debate and give the victory to Saint Sylvester. 
However, in order to avoid their protests he asked 
them if they had anything else to say. One of them 
said. “Sylvester has not answered our question yet. 
We asked him to tell us how Christ suffered if He 
was God. He only proved that He became man.” 
After this he turned to Saint Sylvester and said: “It 
is impossible for you to prove that there are two 
natures in one person. One suffers detrimentally 
while the other is free of suffering and without 
harm.” Saint Sylvester replied: “If1 prove it to you 
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are you willing to admit before the magistrate that 
you have been defeated or will you go around and 
sow additional discord,” At this the Jew named 
Jubal remained silent. But the King said: “Ifhe does 
not acknowledge defeat the bystanders will declare 
it to his chagrin. Only illustrate the truth.” 

At once Saint Sylvester laid hands on the king’s 
tunic and said: “With this garment I have defeated 
the adversary. For this used to be white silk before 
and it was dyed purple with a sea shell and now it has 
become royal purple. Then they wove it into fabric, 
which is subject to many changes. Silk goes through 
many alterations. Or, if it be wool, or any other 
material. But the royal dye is not altered or degraded. 
The same happened with the body of Christ, of 
which only the flesh suffered. The divinity which is 
the royal purple remained without suffering and 
beyond reproach. If this is not enough for you my 
dear Jew, hearken to a second and third one to the 
glory of the Holy Trinity. When a tree is cut down 
which is a recipient of the sun’s rays, does the sun 
suffer any injury as the tree is cut down? No. But the 
wood is subject to harm and fragmentation. The 
radiance of the sun remains without injury or harm.” 
The Jew answered this: “I pray thee tell me the third 
one too so that you will convince me all the more.” 
Saint Sylvester proceeded: “When a blacksmith takes 
steel out of the fireand hammers it, it is clear evidence 
that fire is not the recipient of abuse, but only the 
metal is pounded and shaped. Thus also divinity did 
not suffer, for it is uncreated and only the flesh of 
Christ suffered.” 

As those who stood around heard this they 
marveled at the wisdom of Sylvester and the king 
ordered that the discussion be terminated. The 
saint did not wish to do so because he only spoke 
with the ten philosophers. The other two had not 
spoken yet. Thus, in order that they not complain 
he asked Sileon who was the eleventh ifhe had any 
questions. “You have adjudged matters with ut- 
most dexterity. But please do tell us ifthe Prophets 
state the real reasons for which Christ was subjected 
to scorn and suffered, thereby receiving a dishonor- 
able death, and did not deliver man by some other 
method?” Saint Sylvester gave the correct answer to 
this question, but we cannot repeat it in detail for 
the sake of brevity. But with this answer, he proved 


that God did not wish to deliver man in some other 
way because He wished that man’s repentance be 
analogous to his transgression. In other words the 
demon deceived man and by eating of the forbid- 
den fruit he exiled him from Paradise; likewise by 
the wood of the Cross, Christ defeated the adver- 
sary and resurrected man and made him worthy of 
Paradise once more. It was within God’s power to 
send an incarnate Angel to save us, but his passion 
and blood could not ransom all of humanity. The 
All-Benevolent God Who created us out of nothing 
gave us well- being so that we would not be in- 
debted to an Angel, but to our Creator and Savior 
and to safeguard all His commandments. 

When the bystanders heard all this they were 
encouraged; but the Jews remained silent, unable to 
speak. Zambres, who was subtle, had many tricks 
in store and contrived a snare which became the 
reason he was put to shame and fell into a ditch 
which he himself had dug. Thus he said to the king: 
“Your majesty: Sylvester is a man of many words 
and he overpowers us ina dialogue. But let us put 
the words aside for deeds are more certain. So order 
that a ferocious bull be brought here and then you 
will know the power of my God whose name is so 
frightening that no one can hear it and remain alive. 
For this, when our forefathers were about to sacri- 
fice large bulls, they whispered in their ears the 
Divine Name and at once the animals died. Let 
Sylvester pronounce the name of God in the ear of 
the bull and if it dies, then the God that he worships 
is the true one. If the bull stays alive, then I will say 
a word to it too and if it dies, then you should 
believe in me.” But Saint Sylvester said to Zambres: 
“Tf it is true that no one can suffer to hear the name 
of your God, why is it that you listened to it and did 
not die?” He answered: “I fasted for seven days 
praying that God would reveal it to me, and then I 
saw a silver basin filled with water and a finger 
which pointed to a spot in the water. Then with 
great difficulty, I was able to surmise the meaning 
of this. If you can say that name to the bull and it 
dies, then your faith is true.” Sylvester replied: “My 
God does not give death but life and blessedness.” 

The divine Sylvester asked the king to send 
people and bring the wildest bull they could find. 
Thus they brought one which thirty men could not 
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hold with ropes. Then Zambres with great arro- 
gance and pomp approached the bull and spoke 
secret words of magic to it and suddenly the animal 
collapsed and died. The Jews were impressed as a 
result and they cheered as they mocked Saint 
Sylvester. Meanwhile he climbed on a spot where 
he could be seen by all, and bid everyone to keep 
quiet so that his words could be heard. Then he 
began to speak and said: ‘I preach our Lord Jesus, 
who gives light to the blind, cleanses lepers, raises 
up paralytics, resurrects the dead, and cures every 
malady. Therefore it is evident that Zambres did 
not call upon God but upon the devil who can deal 
death as the murderer that he is, anda killer of man. 
But to resurrect someone he cannot do. Therefore 
O Zambres if you want us to believe you, resurrect 
the animal as you put it to death and then we shall 
believe in your God.” Zambres tore his garments 
and with great shouts said: “My long-lived king: 
I’ve defeated him with my deeds. But as you can 
see he tries to confuse us with his trickery and 
eloquence.” 

Hearing this, the king said to the Jew: 
“Sylvester has spoken well; for the merciful God 
gives life and not destruction. Either resurrect the 
bull that I too may believe, or I will put you to death 
as a deceiver and a demagogue, so that you will not 
lead people to perdition.” He replied: “My lord, no 
man can possibly do such a thing.” But Sylvester 
responded: “If I resurrect it by invoking the life- 
giving name our Lord Jesus what shall we do with 
you then?” Zambres answered: “Even if you flew to 
the heavens you could not resurrect it.” At this 
point the King lost his patience and responded: 
“Zambres I am amazed at your shamelessness. But 
you yourself said that words are unnecessary and 
only deeds count, and now he vows to resurrect it 
and you say it is impossible? If he turns the word 
into deed and resurrects the animal, do you agree to 
believe in God?” The Jews reckoned this was 
impossible, but they took an oath that if Sylvester 
resurrected the bull from the dead, they would 
become Christians at once. 

Oursaint knelt down after this, raised his hands 
and eyes to heaven and made a mystical plea to the 
Lord, and then he arose and in a great voice said: 


“Lord Jesus Christ Son of God, I beg of Thee to 
raise up this beast that Zambres has put to death, so 
that everyone will know Thy might and believe in 
Thy holy Name. With these words, he called upon 
the beast saying: In the name of our Lord Jesus 
Christ who was crucified under Pontius Pilate, rise 
up and stand in calmness.” Immediately the bull 
rose up and the saint approached it, untying all the 
ropes and saying: “Return to thy pasture a tame 
beast and do not dare harm anyone from now on. 
Nor will anyone harm you or kill you. But when 
you live the right age, you will die a natural death.” 
At the sight of this awesome miracle the Jews were 
all astounded. They bowed down at the feet of our 
saint and begged him to forgive their impiety. Also 
the pious king bowed down and praised Sylvester 
and so did the queen and the other noblemen, 
asking for Holy Baptism. The blessed Sylvester 
catechized them, both Jews and idolaters. He 
instructed them to fast for many days and to give 
alms, and then he baptized them in the name of the 
Father, the Son, and Holy Spirit, the true God to 
Whom is meet glory, honor and worship unto all 
ages, Amen. 


E\NDNOTE: 
Saint Sylvester showed unique zeal for the Ortho- 
dox Faith when he sent legates to the First Ecu- 
menical Council at Nicea 325 A.D., who struggled 
with all their energy against the Arians in support of 
the true doctrines of the Faith. 


This life was taken from the New Paradise. It is 
inserted in the Synaxaristes revised. In the Great 
Lavra and the Monastery of Iveron a sermon in 
honor of Saint Sylvester is preserved. The begin- 
ning of it is: “The glorious Apostles who beheld 
God,” which is a poem of John Zonaras. There is 
also a biography of Sylvester at the Lavra, and it 
begins with the words: “Eusebius of Pamphilus the 
Ecclesiastical History did write.” 


Translated by Leo Papadopulos, from the Great 
Synaxaristes. Matthew Lagges Publisher, Athens 
1980. Volume I, pp. 58-73, All rights reserved. 
Ellensburg, WA, 2004. 
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THE BEACON OF LIGHT: 
THE RUSSIAN ORTHODOX CHURCH ABROAD 


Oct. 25 / Nov. 7 2006. The day of the October Revolution in Russia. 
The day that plunged Russia and the rest of the world into darkness. 


This was written originally in response to a 
request for clarification of some of the issues per- 
taining to the pending “Act of Canonical Com- 
munion” between the Russian Orthodox Church 
Abroad and the Moscow Patriarchate. 

Some of the faithful are being confused by 
assertions that the ROCA must necessarily unite 
with the MP at this time or face dire consequences: 
loss of ROCA’s canonical foundation, creating a 
schism in the Church, becoming a sect, losing 
respect in the eyes of the world, partaking of the 
heresy of Donatism, etc. The positive reasons for 
immediate union are usually given as the claim that 
Communism has fallen in Russia, that the MP has 
completely renounced “Sergianism” as well as 
Ecumenism and, above all, that Russia, the long 
suffering Russian people and the MP need the 
ROCA now. In other words, the best way for 
ROCA to help the Russian people is to unite with 
the MP now. If not now, ROCA will not get 
another chance, and will becomea sect and earn the 
contempt of the world. 

It is worthwhile at this time to sort out some of 
these assertions in the light of historical fact and to 
focus clearly on the real issues at hand. 

Donatism has nothing to do with why the 
Russian Orthodox Church, whether abroad or in 
catacombs, cannot join the organization that calls 
itself the ROC, MP. Donatism was a heresy which 
taught that the sacraments performed by a priest or 
bishop of low moral character, or who had fallen 
into grievous personal sin, were not valid. This was, 
of course, condemned by the Church because we’ re 
all sinners and none of us are “worthy” to perform 
them — not to say that we shouldn’t strive with all 
our strength to attain to the high calling. 

The fact that many of the MP hierarchy are 
apparently of questionable moral character is cer- 
tainly not the actual reason why the Russian 


Orthodox Church Abroad cannot unite with 
them. This is a misleading notion which appears 
to have been generated to deflect the focus to a 
false issue, which can then be dismissed by accusa- 
tions of Donatismetc.... Our differences with the 
MP have never been concerned with personal sins 
or moral character, and we should take care not to 
allow them to be reduced to that. 

The reason we can’t “join the MP” is very 
simple: Itisaschismatic group that separated from 
the Russian Orthodox Church in 1927 under 
Metropolitan Sergius and to this day remains in 
that schism. The fact that this group has become 
very powerful, with the help and support of the 
atheistic government, is entirely irrelevant. 


It is extremely important to understand what a 
schism is. A schism is nota division of the Church 
into two valid parts that are no longer in commun- 
ion with each other. Perish that thought! That kind 
of teaching is the foundation of the heresy of 
ecumenism. 

The Church is one. We believe in One, Holy, 
Catholic and Apostolic Church. By its own self- 
definition, in the Nicean Creed, the Church is first 
of all One. 

The unity of the Church is likened to the 
indivisible unity of the Holy Trinity by Christ 
Himself in his prayer to His Father, just before His 
arrest in the garden of Gethsemane. The Church is 
a living, breathing organism, not just a social, 
political or even religious human organization. It 
cannot be contained, prohibited or even destroyed. 
It is eternal and immortal because it is a Body 
imbued with the Holy Spirit, the Spirit of God 
Himself. It is the Body of Christ and as such, it is 
indivisible, just as the Body of Christ Itself is 
indivisible. The living body of the Church is united 
and vivified by the Holy Spirit, the Spirit of Truth, 
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Which organically unites all the members of the 
Church into one, indivisible Body, united in the 
Spirit of Truth, in God Himself. 

A schism occurs when a group of people leaves 
the Church and consequently breaks communion 
with the Church. This occurs as a result of a false- 
hood ora false doctrine, which is obstinately main- 
tained by the schismatics in opposition to the Spirit 
of Truth, Who is the very essence of the Church. If 
the schismatics repent of the falsehood that sepa- 
rated them from the Spirit of Truth, The Holy 
Spirit of the Church, then they may be received 
back into the Church through a special rite of 
confession and absolution and by the reinstatement 
of the Holy Spirit in them by the Church. If they 
persist in their position that is in opposition to the 
Spirit of Truth, the Holy Spirit of the Church, they 
remain outside of the Church. They certainly can 
never be considered as “another part” of the One 
Church that happens not to be in communion with 
the “other part” of the Church. No matter how big 
or how powerful they become in the eyes of the 
world, they will always remain outside the Church 
until they repent and are received back into the 
Church through the mystery of absolution. 

The following is a brief synopsis of the histori- 
cal events that led to the schism in the Russian 
Church in 1927. The effect of these events was that 
Metropolitan Sergius and his followers, who even- 
tually became known as the Moscow Patriarchate, 
came to be outside the Russian Church. 

From his youth, Met. Sergius was an extremely 
ambitious man, obsessed with power. When the 
February 1917 revolution occurred in Russia, he 
was quoted as saying that he hoped that perhaps 
now something of the sort might also take place in 
the Church. He didn’t have to wait very long for his 
opportunity. 

In the years of turmoil following the revolution, 
he tried to seize power in the Church in 1922 by 
heading a radical renovationist group which called 
itself the “living church”. This was a group that 
sympathized with the Bolshevik revolution and broke 
away from the Church under the leadership of Met. 
Sergius. It was, of course, a schism from the Church. 


But it did not get much support from the faithful and 


soon petered out, despite the great efforts on the part 
of the godless government to arrest or shoot all who 
opposed it. The “living church” bishops were trying 
to take advantage of the time when Patriarch Tikhon 
was under arrest to usurp power in the Church with 
the help of the godless regime. Patriarch Tikhon had 
staunchly opposed all attempts by the Bolsheviks to 
gain control of the Church and boldly spoke out 
against the godless atrocities and brazen lies of the 
Bolshevik government. 

Because of the enormous authority that Patri- 
arch Tikhon wielded, not only in Russia but even 
with foreign governments, the Bolsheviks were 
forced to release him, while still keeping him under 
very close observation and subjecting him to perse- 
cution. The release of Patriarch Tikhon served to 
quell the “living church” revolution, and Met. 
Sergius then asked to be taken back into the 
Church, which he was, unfortunately in the same 
rank, after a clear public confession and a renuncia- 
tion of the “living church”. But he kept his eyes 
open for another opportunity. 

The new Bolshevik government had a stated 
agenda to destroy all faith in God. At first it began 
to physically exterminate many of the faithful, 
starting with the bishops and priests, and to demol- 
ish most of the churches. Soon they realized, just 
like the Roman Empire did in the first three centu- 
ries, that it was hopeless and that they were bound 
to lose. The Church, which comprised most of the 
country, was only becoming stronger and increas- 
ingly resolute. Large crowds were following priests 
who had been arrested, encouraging them to stand 
fast, and ripping off pieces of their cassocks to keep 
as relics from the martyrs on their way to certain 
death for Christ and His Church. 

The Bolsheviks realized that they needed a new 
plan. 

Comrade Tuchkov had been selected for the 
job of destroying the Church. On Dec. 13, 1926 
Met. Sergius was arrested and brought for a chat 
with comrade Tuchkov. When Tuchkov met with 
Met. Sergius it was like a match made in hell. Met. 
Sergius saw a great career opportunity and 
Tuchkov saw a chance to create a schism in the 
Church — exactly what they were both looking for. 
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Met. Sergius emerged from jail on March 30, 
1927 and was then free to live in Moscow with 
privileges that he did not enjoy even before his 
arrest, at a time when almost all the bishops were 
being arrested and retained in jail. He began to be 
suspected of having struck a deal with Tuchkov. 
It’s not clear which one of them was the actual 
author of that hideous document that entered 
history under the infamous name of “Declaration 
of Met. Sergius”. Most likely it was a joint effort, 
with comrade Tuchkov dictating and Met. Sergius 
obliging. The end result was that on July 29, 1927 
Met. Sergius signed the infamous “Declaration”. 
This document not only created schism in the 
Church and precipitated the most vicious persecu- 
tion of the Church in history, where millions upon 
millions of Christians were butchered for their 
Faith in the most horrendous ways imaginable (I 
personally heard some of the details from witnesses 
such as the new confessor Bishop Leonty of Chile); 
most importantly, it laid the foundation for the 
creation of nothing less than what may be rightfully 
called the Antichrist Orthodox Church. 

Why? 

Consider the third temptation that Satan pre- 
sented to Christ in the desert. Satan took Christ 
atop a high mountain and showed Him all the 
kingdoms of the earth in all their glory. And Satan 
said to Christ, “All this I will give to you if you bow 
What did Satan want from 
Christ? Only one thing: that Christ recognize 
Satan’s authority and submit to it. What did Satan 
promise Christ in return? Permission to operate 
freely in the world — subject only to Satan’s 


down before me.” 


approval, of course. What would have occurred if 
Christ had agreed to Satan’s proposal? There 
would have been many glorious churches built but 
they would all have been subject to Satan and would 
therefore have been incapable of providing salva- 
tion. That “church” would have been founded and 
built not on the Spirit of Truth but on falsehood, 
and would have belonged to the father oflies, Satan. 

When the Bolshevik government realized that 
it could not annihilate the Church, they decided to 
make it theirs, to own it. In corporate business it’s 
a well known principle that if you can’t beat your 


competition, you buy it, so that it works for you. 
The God-fighting satanic Bolsheviks demanded 
then that the Russian Church recognize their au- 
thority and totally submit to them, just as Satan had 
done with Christ in the desert. In exchange, they 
also promised to grant the Church permission to 
operate, entirely subject to their approval and direc- 
tion. What would have occurred if the Church had 
agreed to the satanic government’s proposal? Ex- 
actly what would have occurred with Christ in the 
desert: some churches would be permitted to oper- 
ate on a limited basis, but they would be headed by 
Satan, not by Christ, and would therefore be inca- 
pable of providing salvation. 

This point is so crucial that it cannot be over- 
emphasized: Ifachurch receives its authority from 
Satan or through Satan’s servants, then that church 
is Satan’s church and not Christ’s. It may look like 
Christ's Church, even try to act like Christ’s 
Church in order to deceive, but the real, living 
person of Jesus Christ has nothing to do with it. 
Such a church is totally the church of Antichrist and 
subject only to Satan. 

Naturally, the Russian Orthodox Church 
could not possibly accept any such offer from the 
godless authority. Not only did the She flatly reject 
this proposal from the Bolsheviks but, in the person 
of Patriarch Tikhon, who had the legitimate au- 
thority, She anathematized the Bolshevik govern- 
ment and all those who collaborated with it in their 
attempt to destroy the Church of Christ. Anath- 
ematized means they were declared to be outside 
the Church and no longer members of it. 

But Tuchkoy found one bishop in the Russian 
Church who was quite ready, on his own, to accept 
just such a proposal. That was, of course, Met. 
Sergius Stragorodsky. What Met. Sergius agreed to 
and signed was the document that he produced 
during those days in collaboration with Tuchkov in 
1927, and this is what became known as the “Dec- 
laration of Met. Sergius”. 

In that declaration Met. Sergius claims that he 
not only recognizes the godless authority as legiti- 
mate and God-given and totally submits to it, he 
joins it in essence and in spirit to the point of 
completely identifying with it. He then proceeds in 
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the spirit of Satan, the father of lies, to declare that 
there is not, and never had been, any persecution of 
the Church by the Bolsheviks, and that the Bolshe- 
vik government is only exterminating the enemies 
of the state. To further demonstrate his oneness 
with the godless authority he then proceeded to 
fully collaborate with them in identifying and con- 
demning to death all the bishops, clergy and faith- 
ful who had not submitted to him and to the 
godless government. 

Now, if Met. Sergius had made such a declara- 
tion on his own behalf, it would have been bad 
enough, but it would have been useless to the God- 
fighting Bolsheviks, who were intent on destroying 
the whole Church. As such, it would have been of 
no further consequence. 

Butalthough he had no right and no authority to 
do so, Met. Sergius tried to make that declaration on 
behalf of the entire Russian Orthodox Church. And 
this was the crux of it. The Bolsheviks thought that 
if they could have that declaration signed by the 
highest-ranking bishop in the Church, they could 
insist that it was binding for the entire Church. But 
they were mistaken on both counts. First, Met. 
Sergius was not the highest-ranking bishop in the 
Church. Met. Kyril, who had just been released from 
prison, and Met. Peter, who was in jail at the time, 
were superior to him. And second, even the highest 
ranking bishop in the Church does not have the 
authority, on his own, to commit the Church to any 
new course, especially one that is completely unac- 
ceptable to the Church as a whole. 

And so, Met. Peter of Krutitsk, who was the 
Locum Tenens of Patriarch Tikhon, and definitely 
the superior authority to Met. Sergius, distinctly 
forbade the latter to sign any such declaration on 
behalf of the Church. This fully legitimate order 
was sent to Met. Sergius in a letter, to which he did 
not respond. Then Met. Peter sent a second letter 
to Met. Sergius, which was delivered to him by 
hand courier. Met. Sergius also ignored that letter 
and did not respond to it. This was because he saw 
an opportunity to seize power in the Church and, 
with the help of the ruthless Bolshevik government, 
to extend and consolidate that power over the entire 


Russian Church. 


When the Bolsheviks realized that Met. Peter 
was the superior of their Met. Sergius, they kept 
him in jail and eventually shot him. Then they 
proceeded to vigorously support Met. Sergius by 
ruthlessly liquidating any and all who refused to 
sign the Declaration. 

Some of the bishops did join Met. Sergius and 
signed his Declaration of oneness with the God- 
fighting government. They formed their own 
synod, which by no coincidence consisted of many 
of the old “living church” group, and declared 
themselves to be the supreme authority of the 
Russian Church. 

But here is the heart of the matter: the Russian 
Orthodox Church, as headed by its legitimate 
leader, Met. Peter of Krutitsk, together with Met. 
Kyril of Khazan, Met. Joseph of Petrograd, and 
scores of other high ranking bishops, rejected the 
Declaration of Met. Sergius and emphatically did 
not join Herself to the God-fighting Bolshevik 
government. The Russian Church, represented by 
its leader Met. Peter, strictly forbade Met. Sergius 
to sign the declaration that joined him and his 
followers to the godless authority. When Met. 
Sergius ignored this directive from his legitimate 
Church authority and did join himself and his 
followers to the godless authority, the Church 
broke communion with him. Met. Sergius and his 
followers then fell under the anathema of Patriarch 
Tikhon that applied to all those who collaborate 
with the God-fighting Bolsheviks. They became an 
entity outside the Church and no longer part of the 
Church. In other words, they were then in schism 
from the Church. 

The teaching that the infamous Declaration of 
Met. Sergius was a tragedy because it created a 
schism in the Russian Church is correct. But who 
was truly the Church and who was in schism from 
the Church? Clearly, the group led by Met. Sergius 
were the ones who left the Church, to unite them- 
selves with the godless Bolshevik government, in 
direct disobedience to their superior, Met. Peter 
and many other bishops, and in complete contra- 
diction to all Church principles. 

The notion that there can be two parts of the 
Church, not in communion with each other on a 


matter of principle, and yet both valid, but neither 
comprising the fullness of the Church — this is the 
very definition of the heresy ofecumenism. Sucha 
view has never been considered in the Church to 
have any validity. Schismatics have always been 
considered by the Church to be worse even than 
heretics, because they rend the very body of Christ. 
They may only be received back into the Church 
after they truly repent of the cause of their schism 
and are absolved by the Church of the terrible sin of 
schism. 

Met. Sergius never did repent of his sin of 
schism and never was received back into the 
Church, as he had been the previous time. Not only 
did he remain outside of the Church, in schism, but 
he also helped to precipitate a totally ruthless per- 
secution of the Church, intending to wipe out any 
possible competition and consolidate his supreme 
position in this, his new Soviet church. 

This total persecution, unprecedented in his- 
tory in terms of scope and ferocity, was carried out 
by the secret police of the Bolshevik government, 
the NKVD (ChK), with the help of Met. Sergius 
and his schismatic church. NKVD agents would 
arrive at the residence or jail cell of a bishop or 
priest, frequently pointed out to them by Met. 
Sergius himself or by one of his accomplices. They 
would thrust a copy of the Declaration of Met. 
Sergius at them to sign. When the faithful would 
refuse, the agents would often shoot them in the 
head right on their doorsteps. Some of the bishops 
were dragged out into the street and impaled on 
sharpened stakes. Others were taken away and 
sliced slowly on a meat slicer. 

All the while the Bolshevik government and 
Met. Sergius kept insisting that there was no perse- 
cution of the Church in Soviet Russia, and that they 
were only exterminating the political enemies of the 
state and of the people. 

Their blasphemy against the Spirit of Truth, 
The Holy Spirit of God, could not have been more 
obvious. It is worthwhile to recall that it was Christ 
Who said that every sin a man commits may be 
forgiven him, but the sin of blasphemy against the 
Holy Spirit will not be forgiven, neither in this life 
nor in the life to come. This is because when a man, 


through his own volition, becomes totally commit- 
ted to falsehood, then truth becomes inaccessible to 
him, and repentance becomes impossible through 
his own determination to cling to falsehood. 

This great persecution, carried out by the god- 
less Communist government and aided by Met. 
Sergius and his followers, did succeed in killing or 
imprisoning most of the people of the Russian 
Church. A considerable portion of the Church 
went underground and became the ultra-secret 
Catacomb Church. The other portion of the 
Church was forced to emigrate. Unable to commu- 
nicate with the Higher Church Administration in 
Russia, it was compelled to organize itself into the 
Russian Church Abroad (with Met. Anthony 
Khrapovistky, the senior bishop, as its head), in 
accordance with the order of Patriarch Tikhon, 
which he issued on Nov. 7/20, 1920 as Ukase No. 
362. The Catacomb Church and the Church 
Abroad were all that remained of the Russian 
Orthodox Church. 

This remnant of the Russian Church was then 
physically separated into two parts, remaining 
completely in communion with each other in the 
Holy Spirit of God, as the One, indivisible Church 
of Christ, separated only physically by the godless 
regime but certainly not divided in Spirit. 

Patriarch Tikhon died on March 25 / April 7, 
1925. The episcopate of the Russian Orthodox 
Church Abroad issued encyclicals to all its parishes 
worldwide to continue commemorating Met. Pe- 
ter, and not to commemorate Met. Sergius. When 
Met. Peter was killed in prison, the Russian Church 
Abroad commemorated Met. Kyril, the other 
Locum Tenens chosen by Patriarch Tikhon. Met. 
Sergius and his followers were never commemo- 
rated by the Russian Church, either in catacombs or 
abroad, because he was regarded as a schismatic 
who joined the enemies of the Church and collabo- 
rated with them in the persecution of the Church. 

When it became known that Met. Kyril had 
also been killed, the Russian Church Abroad con- 
tinued to commemorate “the Orthodox episcopate 
of the persecuted Russian Church.” This clearly 
did not mean Met. Sergius and his followers and 
successors, who had actually joined the persecutors 
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and were even assisting in the persecution of the 
Church. It referred to the Orthodox episcopate of 
the persecuted Russian Church, the Catacomb 
Church. This was always completely clear in the 
Russian Church Abroad and the fact of it was never 
in doubt until very recently — when an order was 
issued to drop the word “persecuted” from the 
traditional phrase in litanies, etc.... and to begin 
commemorating only “the Orthodox episcopate of 
the Russian Church” instead. 

The Soviet government succeeded in slaughter- 
ing most of the visible Church which remained in 
Russia. But it was not satisfied with this. It also 
killed many of its own hierarchy, the followers of 
Met. Sergius who had joined them, who were no 
longer useful to them. 

Met. Sergius and his followers joined the god- 
less government that was persecuting the Church in 
an effort to save their own lives. 

They claimed that by joining with the God- 
fighting government they could remain alive and 
out of prison, thereby saving the Church from 
being wiped out. This idea of “saving the Church” 
by actually joining with its persecutors, whose 
ultimate aim was the complete eradication of all 
faith in God, was not only absurd, but completely 
foreign to the Church’s teaching and practice 
throughout its entire history. 

This is truly Satan’s idea as can be clearly seen 
from the words of Christ to Apostle Peter when 
the latter begged Christ not to go to the Cross; 
Christ rebuked him sharply, saying, “get thee 
behind me Satan.” Christ created the Church 
precisely by going to the Cross, not by joining 
with his enemies. This is why the sign of Christ 
and of His Church is the holy and life-giving 
Cross — not a negotiating table. His apostles, 
with the exception of St. John, all died a martyr’s 
death for Christ and His Church. If there was ever 
a time when the Church seemed to be totally 
dependent on the apostles, it was in those first few 
years of its young life. But the apostles certainly 
did not join the pagan Roman government or the 
God-fighting Pharisees, saying that they could 
not afford to die or go to prison then because they 
needed to remain free and thereby “save the 


Church”! 


The Church always grows and is strengthened 
by its martyrs who confess their faith in Christ 
fearlessly before Satan and his world and trium- 
phantly go to their death, only to live forever in 
Christ. The blood of the martyrs has always been 
called “the seed of the Church.” To this day the 
Divine Liturgy can only be served on the relics of 


martyrs who died for Christ and His Church. 


...THE SIGN OF CHRIST AND OF HIs 
CHURCH IS THE HOLY AND LIFE-GIVING 


Cross — NOT A NEGOTIATING TABLE. 


So Met. Sergius certainly did not save the 
Church by recognizing and submitting to the Bol- 
shevik government, but very likely he did help save 
that satanic godless government from collapsing. 
This became even clearer during World War II, 
under Stalin’s regime. Stalin unleashed sucha reign 
of terror in Soviet Russia that he succeeded in 
liquidating practically all of the remaining commu- 
nists who had actually carried out the revolution in 
the first place. This liquidation also extended to 
many of their collaborators, among them the group 
under Met. Sergius, because the godless Soviet 
government had no particular interest in preserving 
even their own collaborators after they were of no 
further use to them. Such is the nature of the 
satanic beast. By the time WW II broke out, very 
little remained even of the schismatic group under 
Met. Sergius that the Soviet government called 
Church. The Soviet government had used them to 
help annihilate the visible part of the Russian 
Church which remained in Russia, and was coming 
close to liquidating them as well. 

They had considerable difficulty in dealing 
with the catacomb part of the Russian Church 
because it was not centralized, not organized, and 
extremely difficult to infiltrate. The part of the 
Church that was outside the Soviet Union, the 
Russian Orthodox Church Abroad, was easy to 
infiltrate, but very difficult to influence (at that 
time) and impossible to control, because its bishops 
remained steadfast in their refusal to. recognize the 
legitimacy and authority of the Soviet pseudo- 
church, as they called it. 
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Then something unexpected happened that 
fundamentally changed the attitude of the Soviet 
government towards the Church. 

As the German army began to advance into 
Russia, the Russians refused to fight for the Soviet 
government and, without firing a shot, often gave 
themselves up by entire divisions. The Germans 
were overwhelmed by the countless thousands of 
prisoners they had to deal with unexpectedly. 

But if the Nazis were bewildered, Stalin was 
absolutely shocked and terrified. He clearly under- 
stood that his goose was definitely cooked, unless he 
came up with some amazing new idea to motivate 
the Russian soldiers to fight. And that’s exactly 
what he did. Necessity, they say, is the mother of 
invention. And Stalin was definitely ina tight spot. 

Stalin had been at one time a seminarian of 
sorts, and he remembered how near and dear was 
the Church to the Russian heart. So he went on 
nationally broadcast radio with a heartfelt appeal to 
all Russians to defend their Church and their 
fatherland. To make his appeal seem all the more 
convincing, he began to open churches that had not 
yet been completely destroyed. Stalin and his 
“communist” party even began to select suitable 
individuals to be made into bishops and priests 
under Met. Sergius. The Russian people were so 
desperate that even this pathetic ruse worked. The 
Russians began to fight and, despite the phenom- 
enal Soviet inefficiency and staggering loss of life 
and resources, they were eventually able to beat the 
Nazis back. 

But a very important change had occurred. 

The godless Soviet government realized that 
the Church could be very useful to them, as long as 
it was their Church and they controlled it com- 
pletely. Stalin then even went so far as to make his 
Met. Sergius into a “patriarch”. A year later Met. 
Sergius died. But the “Moscow Patriarchate” was 
born. 

The Soviet government organization, even 
now called the MP, originated from a schismatic 
group of bishops who joined themselves to the 
godless Soviet government. They were eventually 
transformed into a “patriarchate” by the Soviet 
government, subsequently greatly expanded by 


that government, all for its own nefarious purposes. 

Clearly, the present day “Moscow 
Patriarchate” is not at all the Russian Orthodox 
Church, but rather a spiritual monster that was 
created by the God-fighting Soviet government, 
taking advantage of the ambitions and weaknesses 
of certain individuals zn schism from the Church for 
their own monstrous Soviet purposes. Clearly, this 
is not to say that all the priests and church-goers in 
Russia who attend MP churches or even serve in 
them are conscious and deliberate servants of the 
Antichrist. Far from it! Many of them are spiritual 
heroes, even confessors, who honestly and bravely 
try to serve Christ and their flock in spite of the MP. 
But the leadership and administration of the MP, 
having received its authority from a demonic gov- 
ernment, owes its allegiance and provides service, 
under contract, only to that same government, and 
not to Christ. 

This fact had always been perfectly clear to the 
Russian Church in the catacombs in Russia and, 
until very recently, to the Russian Orthodox 
Church Abroad in exile and in the Diaspora. 

Soon the MP became an extremely useful tool 
for public control in domestic affairs, and a poten- 
tially invaluable asset for Soviet influence in the 
international arena. The MP not only joined the 
ecumenical organization called the World Council 
of Churches, it presently became a member of its 
ruling body. But to realize its potential for interna- 
tional influence the MP really needed to first ac- 
quire the ROCA. But there was one rather large 
problem. 

The Russian Church, whether in the cata- 
combs or abroad, never recognized the MP patri- 
arch as a legitimate patriarch and, until very re- 
cently, the MP as a legitimate Church. Even 
though the other Local Orthodox Churches of the 
world, as they began to be increasingly more cor- 
rupt in the twentieth century, began to recognize 
and accept the MP as the legitimate Russian 
Church, the Russian Orthodox Church Abroad 
(ROCA) was still holding out and confessing to the 
world the illegitimacy and spiritual invalidity of the 
MP. This was, of course more than alittle awkward 
for the MP; it was completely unacceptable. 
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Immediately following WW II the Iron Cur- 
tain was erected and the Cold War era began. The 
Russian Church Abroad expanded hugely due to 
the large numbers of refugees from the Soviet 
Union. Most of these people knew next to nothing 
about the Church except that the MP was definitely 
not the Church, but rather a department of the 
godless Soviet government. They integrated im- 
mediately, almost seamlessly, with the ROCA, 
because of their common aversion to godless com- 
munism, and zealously set about buying or build- 
ing new churches and establishing vibrant parishes. 

The Soviet government continued to infiltrate 
the parishes of the Church Abroad and made many 
attempts to get them to accept and submit to their 
own “Moscow Patriarchate”. Practically all of these 
attempts remained fruitless, resulting in nothing 
more than scandals. The vast majority of these 
“second wave” immigrants remained very resistant 
to Soviet propaganda, having experienced the fruits 
of it first-hand. The isolation of the Soviet Union 
and its MP during the cold war years helped to 
preserve the ROCA for two generations. Eventu- 
ally, the Soviet Union was exhausted by its own 
absurdity and collapsed. Ironically, the MP stayed 
totally intact — the only remaining thoroughly 
Soviet institution. 

As the Iron Curtain was lifted, a vast number of 
new immigrants, referred to as the “third wave”, 
began flooding into the ROCA parishes from the 
Soviet Union. Naturally, they knew nothing about 
the Church, having grown up as the third and 
fourth generation in the USSR where no Orthodox 
literature had ever been available, and even MP 
church attendance had still been vigorously dis- 
couraged. But tragically, and this was of crucial 
importance, they were also completely ignorant of 
the origin and true nature of the MP. Naturally, 
they assumed that the MP was the actual Russian 
Orthodox Church, as it was presented by the Soviet 
government, and that the ROCA was simply the 
extension of the MP abroad. 

Nothing could be further from the truth. 

Most of them had no idea that the Russian 
Orthodox Church, whether Abroad or in Cata- 


combs, was not in communion with the MP 


group. Most of them had never even heard of the 
Catacomb Church. Unfortunately very few of 
them, and by then, few even of the ROCA knew 
that the MP was not the Russian Orthodox 
Church. but a department of the Soviet govern- 
ment which had originated with a schismatic 
group of bishops who had joined themselves to the 
godless Soviet government. 

Nonetheless, due in part to the sheer num- 
bers of these new immigrants in ROCA parishes, 
but mostly because of the spirit of worldliness 
and spiritual laxness in many, a new kind of 
thinking began to take root in many ROCA 
members and parishes. This was accompanied 
and supported by an enormous propaganda ef- 
fort on the part of the MP. The result was that 
a new and erroneous concept of the Church 
began to appear in the ROCA. 

The Church began to be viewed much more as 
a worldly political organization than as the mystical 
Body of Christ, the indivisible vessel of the Holy 
Spirit. Forgotten were the words of Christ to His 
followers when he said, “You are not of the world, 
as I am not of the world. I have chosen you out of 
the world. The world will hate you as it hated Me. 
But be brave, little flock, for I have vanquished the 
world.” 

As the worldly spirit, the spirit of the Antichrist, 
began to creep into the hearts and minds of the 
members of ROCA, including some of the clergy 
and hierarchs, they began to view the Church more 
and more as a corporation engaged in the business 
of building churches, ordaining priests and “servic- 
ing the religious needs of the people,” as the MP 
actually put it. This corporation could now enter 
into negotiations and consider mergers with other 
such corporations. As a worldly corporation, the 
church now derived its validity from its acceptance 
and endorsement by the world, rather than by 
unbroken apostolic succession and adherence to 
traditional pure Orthodox Christian doctrine and 
practice. But corporations acquire respect and 
validity in the eyes of the world based mostly on 
their size and how long they’ve been in business. 

But the true Church of Christ is zot a worldly 
corporation. The Church is unique, other-worldly, 
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absolutely precious and very exclusive. It is exclu- 
sive because it is very different from the world and, 
its members, albeit iz the world, are not of the 
world. The Church is spiritually invincible, no 
matter how small She may become by the time of 
the Antichrist. This invincibility was promised by 
Christ Himself when He said, “I will build My 
Church and the gates of hell will not prevail against 
it.” And membership in the Church is extremely 
precious. It’s compared by Christ to the pearl of 
great price that the merchant found in the field and 
then sold everything he had so that he could buy 
that field. But that membership can be very fragile 
and can be lost very easily. 

When Christ was arrested in the garden of 
Gethsemane, Apostle Peter followed Him inside 
the property of Kaifa, the high priest, to see how it 
would turn out. One of the servants thought she 
recognized Peter as one of the followers of Christ 
and she said to him, “Aren’t you one of them?” 
Apostle Peter swore that he wasn’t and that he 
didn’t even know Christ. At that moment Peter 
lost his rank of apostle and ceased even to belong to 
Christ (he wasn’t exactly a member of the Church 
yet because the Church only came into existence 
fifty-three days later). On two more occasions that 
night, when she questioned him, he denied being 
“one of them”. 

After His Resurrection, Jesus needed to rein- 
state Peter three times, once for each of Peter’s 
denials that he was “one of them”. 

Similarly, the Soviet government demanded 
from all the bishops and clergy of the Russian 
Church, “Are you with us or are you with them?” 
The bishops who signed the Declaration of Met. 
Sergius declared that they were with the godless 
government and not “with them”, not with the 
Church that was under arrest and was being 
crucified. 

To this day they have not been reinstated into 
the Church — putting aside the question of their 
alleged rank as bishops, successors of the apostles. 
Naturally, apostolic succession in the group of 
bishops that followed Met. Sergius into schism 
from the Russian Church in 1927 was severed by 
theiractions. The fact that many of them were later 


killed by the godless government that they had 
joined does not make them martyrs for Christ. 
They had already denied Christ and His Church 
and joined with the godless government to save 
their lives and, ostensibly, to “save the Church”. 

Now the MP is teaching that over eighty per- 
cent of those whom fhey call the new martyrs 
belonged to the group that followed Met. Sergius 
and joined the godless government. They’re still 
denying the martyrdom of most of the real martyrs, 
who were put to death (with their help) because 
they did not deny Christ, but rather remained 
faithful to His Church. They are replacing them 
with their own “martyrs”, individuals who denied 
Christ and His Church to join the godless govern- 
ment, only to become victims of that same govern- 
ment. This is all intended to further the impression 
that they (the MP) really are the legitimate Russian 
Church, which emerged from the persecutions 
with its own host of martyrs. 

This is a total falsehood. The MP is not the real 
Russian Orthodox Church. This is, as it always was, 
only propaganda and disinformation propagated 
by the godless Soviet government. It is an 
uncanonical, schismatic group founded on false- 
hoods and deception which usurped power in the 
Russian Church and consolidated and developed 
that power only by force and brutal repression. The 
Russian Orthodox Church Abroad was always well 
aware of this; thus, every effort to get the ROCA to 
“join the MP” remained unsuccessful. Later, the 
phrase “join the MP” was dropped and in its place 
new language was introduced in an effort to help 
the deception become acceptable. 

“Re-unite the Russian Orthodox Church” 
became the new slogan. This had definite advan- 
tages over the previous language. First of all, it 
conferred upon the MP (simply by repetition, 
rather than reason or any legitimate ecclesiastical 
action), 4 priori, the elusive status of a legitimate, 
canonical Church. Second, the MP became de 
facto the “other part of the Russian Church,” sepa- 
rated from the Church Abroad only by “historical 
circumstances”. Those “historical circumstances” 
were then defined as nothing more than the Iron 
Curtain, erected by the Soviet regime. So... when 
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the Iron Curtain was removed and the Soviet regime 
was reorganized and renamed, clearly there were no 
more obstacles (according to this propaganda) to the 
“reunification” of the Russian Church. 

This new deception was not accepted by the 
majority of the Russian Church Abroad. Many 
voices rose up in protest, demanding that the real 
reasons and causes of the schism with the MP be 
addressed. Some of these reasons were dismissed out 
of hand by the Church administrations as trivial and 
of no consequence. But the issues of “Sergianism” 
and the MP’s vigorous participation in the World 
Council of Churches seemed to remain. 

The MP then simply declared that Sergianism 
was irrelevant because it was all in the past; and, as 
far as their participation in the WCC was con- 
cerned — well, they really were there only to 
witness Orthodoxy. This seemed perfectly clear 
and acceptable to some in the ROCA but com- 
pletely unacceptable to many others. The ROCA 
by then became increasingly polarized: on the one 
hand, those who were in favor of immediate union 
with the MP; on the other, those who were com- 
pletely opposed to union, especially under current 
conditions — and, of course, those who were 
unsure. The pro-union group began to claim that 
the MP had renounced Sergianism and were obvi- 
ously not ecumenists but rather witnesses of Ortho- 
doxy. The anti-union group insisted on a clear 
renunciation of Sergianism by the MP and its 
complete withdrawal from the WCC. 

These objections were not a problem for the 
Church administrations because they now had a 
completely new concept of the Church. They 
would negotiate the differences between the two 
Churches, make the necessary compromises, which 
are the essence of any negotiation, and arrive at a 
new, mutually acceptable “truth”. That was, at 
least, the plan. Both sides agreed to form negotiat- 
ing committees and proceed as soon as possible. To 
make sure the negotiations proceeded smoothly 
and successfully, the ROCA team was carefully 
selected by the perpetrators of the union to consist 
mainly of pro-union personnel, with the probable 
exception of one or two members of a different 
persuasion, who nevertheless could be relied on not 


to create any awkward moments and derail the 
negotiations. 

The rules under which the negotiations were to 
proceed were laid down from the outset by the MP. 
The past, and nothing in the past, was to be dis- 
cussed. “Sergianism” was off limits and the name of 
Met. Sergius was not even to be mentioned. 

Having solved the problem of “Sergianism” in 
this way, the committees could now proceed to 
address the real issues ofadministration that needed 
to be resolved — or, rather, that needed to be 
explained to the ROCA. The ROCA negotiating 
team got the gist of it right away, but they had 
considerable difficulty explaining it to the rest of 
the Church, which couldn’t seem to understand 
that the MP renounced Sergianism — so much so, 
in fact, that they didn’t even want to talk about it! 

The anti-union people still weren’t buying it. 

The ROCA team then returned to the negotiat- 
ing table with much hand wringing and asked the 
MP if they could possibly state something a little 
stronger concerning the “S” word. Some of their 
more challenged brethren weren’t getting it still. 
The MP commission then demonstrated its great 
patience and condescension. It conceded that “The 
state must not interfere in the inner structure, ad- 
ministration or life of the Church.” That might be 
rather difficult in the case of the MP, considering the 
state still owns, literally owns the entire MP, body 
and soul, down to the last brick and kamilavka. The 
MP also assures us that, “The Church must support 
all good initiatives of the state, but must resist evil, 
immorality and harmful social phenomena...” 
That’s exactly what Met. Sergius did. He completely 
supported all good initiatives of the state (as defined 
by the state, of course), and he vigorously resisted the 
evil and harmful social phenomena, which consisted 
mainly of the unrepentant enemies of the state — 
mostly the bishops and clergy who did not support 
him. 

And finally, to completely assuage the doubts 
of the most apprehensive, the MP clearly stated that 
the Church should always firmly confess the Truth, 
and that “when persecutions commence, to con- 
tinue to openly witness to the faith and be prepared 
to follow the path of confessors and martyrs for 
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Christ.” Such beautiful words. Met. Sergius, the 
founder of the MP, could not have agreed more. 
He also clearly stated that there was absolutely no 
persecution of the Church in Russia. Of course if 
there had commenced persecutions for Christ and 
His Church, Met. Sergius would undoubtedly have 
been the first to follow that path of confessors and 
martyrs for Christ. As it turned out, though 
(according to Met. Sergius and his MP), there 
weren't any persecutions of the Church then, and 
only enemies of the state were being dealt with. 

So... did the MP renounce Sergianism? 

They will not even discuss it or even permit the 
mention of the name of Met. Sergius. Sergianism 
is buried in the past, they said, and quite irrelevant 
today. 

In a manner of speaking they are right. 
Sergianism, as understood by most people today, is a 
betrayal of the Church, usurpation of Church author- 
ity, and a hypocritical subservience to a godless gov- 
ernment. That did occur in the past, quite right. That 
is how the MP was born. But what was born was a 
spiritual monster, a baby Antichrist church. 

Born of the denial of Christ, baptized in the 
spirit of Satan, this “church” grew and developed 
on a steady diet of lies and deceit and has matured 
into a ravenous spiritual predator with a world- 
wide appetite. ROCA is not dealing with simply 
the issues of “Sergianism” or “Ecumenism” in the 
MP anymore; those are only symptoms of the 
spiritual condition of the MP. Besides, the MP is 
right, it really zs too late for that now. It was a little 
naive of the ROCA to think they could “negotiate” 
with the MP. ROCA is up against a bona fide 
Antichrist church. In the spirit of Antichrist, it 
lures its prey with illusions and deceit. It even tries 
to panic its prey into submission. 

These are the three great illusions and decep- 
tions of the MP: 

First, the MP is trying to deceive everyone into 
believing that they really ave the Russian Orthodox 
Church. 

Second, that the current MP Patriarch is a bona 
fide ROC Patriarch, and the current MP administra- 
tion is the bona fide Higher Church Administration of 
the ROC, continuous with that of Patriarch Tikhon. 


And third, they are trying to panic ROCA into 
believing that her canonical foundation is about to 
“expire” unless she immediately “reunites” with the 
MP — or, actually, submits to the MP. 

The third illusion depends on the second, and 
the second depends on the first. 

Having become acquainted with some well 
documented historical facts, as outlined above, 
which the MP understandably refuses to discuss, 
it’s all too clear that the MP is zor the real Russian 
Orthodox Church and that the MP Patriarch is not 
the real ROC Patriarch. It is just as clear that the 
current MP church administration is certainly not 
the Higher Church Administration mentioned by 
Patriarch Tikhon in his Ukase No. 362. Where 
does this amazing notion of ROCA’s canonical 
foundation “expiring” come from then? Reverse 
logic: by confirmation of the MP as the legitimate 
HCA of the ROC. 

Ukase No. 362 of Patriarch Tikhon, which 
provides the canonical basis for the ROCA, con- 
tains ten paragraphs. Paragraphs 2, 5 and 10 havea 
direct bearing on this question: 

Paragraph 2 essentially states that ifa diocese is 
out of contact with the Higher Church Administra- 
tion (HCA), or if the HCA, headed by Patriarch 
Tikhon, for any reason whatsoever, ceases its activ- 
ity, then the diocesan bishops so cut off should form 
a temporary Higher Church government. 

Paragraph 5 states that if the conditions in par. 
2 become protracted or even permanent, the dioc- 
esan bishops must institute new episcopal Sees with 
the rights of semi-independent or independent 
bishops. 

Paragraph 10 states that all measures taken in 
places in accordance with the present instruction, 
afterwards, in the event of the restoration of the 
central ecclesiastical authority, must be subject to 
the latter. 

With regard to par. 2, the ROCA bishops were 
abroad and definitely out of contact with the HCA 
of Patriarch Tikhon. The HCA of Pat. Tikhon 
ceased its activity because Pat. Tikhon died and all 
the other members of his HCA were arrested or 
killed. So the ROCA bishops formed a Higher 


Church government. 
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With regard to par 5, the conditions above did 
become protracted and the ROCA bishops did 
institute new Sees with independent rights. 

With regard to par. 10, the central ecclesiastical 
authority, referred to by Pat. Tikhon, has not been 
restored to date and consequently the condition 
referred to in par. 2 has become permanent, as has 
the independent authority and canonical founda- 
tion of the ROCA in accordance with par. 5 of the 
Ukase. 

The notion that ROCA’s canonical basis is 
about to “expire” is an indirect attempt to establish 
a priori the MP as the real ROC and its “patriarch” 
as the legitimate ROC patriarch, just as Patriarch 
Tikhon was. The underlying false assumption is 
that the MP patriarch and his Synod are the same 
Higher Church Administration to which Pat. 
Tikhon referred in his Ukase No. 362, and that the 
Central Ecclesiastical Authority of the genuine 
Russian Orthodox Church has been somehow re- 
stored in the MP —and therefore the ROCA must 
now submit to this MP. 

In reality there is nothing of the sort. This is 
only an attempt to cloud the issue and create a 
stampede of the ROCA into the hands of the MP. 

Once again, everything depends on whether 
the MP is regarded as a forgery, created by demonic 
powers on the basis of deceit and rebellion against 
the ROC of Pat. Tikhon, or as the genuine Russian 
Orthodox Church, rightful heir to the ROC of Pat. 
Tikhon. Some people believe the first and see 
joining in canonical communion with the MP as a 
betrayal of Christ. Other people believe the second 
and build their arguments on that belief. Logic 
excludes the “middle” position — that the MP is 
the legitimate ROC, but that its Higher Church 
Authority is illegitimate. Either the MP is legiti- 
mate or it is not. It can’t be both. 

What does all this mean? 

It means that there are two parallel realities, two 
worlds co-existing here. One is the Kingdom of 
Christ, the Prince of Truth. The other is the 
kingdom of the prince of this world, the father of 
lies. 

Christ has built His Church, the One, Holy, 
Catholic and Apostolic Church. 


Satan is busy building his own church of the 
Antichrist. 

When the apostles asked Christ about the end 
times, He started by saying, “Do not be deceived, 
for many shall come in My Name and shall deceive 
many”. That is exactly the aim of Satan, to deceive 
as many as possible by building a church that 
resembles the Church of Christ in every possible 
way. But Christ said that fortunate are they who 
received the love of Truth in their hearts, and also 
that His sheep know the sound of His voice and 
they will not follow a stranger’s voice. This idea of 
deliberate and intense deception in the Church is 
very prevalent in the Holy Gospel in connection 
with the end times before the appearance of the 
Antichrist. 

Why will so many be deceived? Very simply 
because of their love of this sinful world. Christ 
warned that a person cannot serve God and Mam- 
mon (the world) at the same time. 

The world, in this context, does not mean 
mankind or the beauty of nature. Quite on the 
contrary, Apostle John wrote “For God so loved 
the world that he gave His only-begotten Son so 
that whosoever believes in Him should not perish, 
but have everlasting life.” 

When Christ warns us about love for the world, 
He means the fallen world that lies in sin. The 
corrupt, the ambitious, the greedy, the envious 
world of pride and lust for power that runs on lies, 
deceit and flattery belongs to Satan, the prince of 
this world. The church of the Antichrist uses all 
that material for its construction. It is being built 
on a foundation of pride, constructed of lies and 
deception, cemented by laziness, timidity, careless- 
ness, indifference, love of comfort and conve- 
nience, and energized by lust for power and hatred 
for the Church of Christ. 

The ROCA has always been as a lighthouse on 
the shore of the dark and stormy ocean of the world. 
Its purpose has been, and still is, to be a beacon of 
light and hope in a world overwhelmed by spiritual 
darkness and despair. It served as a compass and a 
direction for a world lost in the fog of compromise. 

Its mandate has been to keep inviolate and pure 


the Holy Orthodox Faith and Tradition, free from 


any compromise with the spirit of the world. It was 
faithful to this calling and served it well by remain- 
ing separate from the world. You cannot save a man 
drowning in quicksand by climbing in after him. 
You must remain on firm ground and extend your 
hand orastick out to him. But to save him you must 
remain on solid ground yourself. 

There is no question that the Russian people are 
in great spiritual need. This is exactly the reason 
why ROCA needs to exist and cannot afford to self- 
destruct now. ROCA has not carried the precious 
pearl of pure, genuine Orthodoxy all these years in 
very challenging conditions only to throw it away 
now, when the goal is almost in sight. 

Orthodox Russia was built and developed into 
a great Orthodox empire on the principle that 
“God is in not in might but in truth.” The Soviet 
government tried to substitute might for truth, and 
so its might crumbled. Now it’s more desperate 
than ever to gain acceptance and respect in the eyes 
of other nations. They wish to “join the league of 
civilized nations,” as they put it themselves. 

That is why now, more than ever, they need to 
acquire the ROCA by hook or by crook, not only 
to silence “the witness that got away,” but to 
reinforce the illusion of direct and legitimate his- 
torical continuity of the modern day “Russian 
Federation” with traditional pre-revolutionary 
Russia that ROCA represents to them. This new 
self-image and vision of the Russian Federation 
government has naturally been extended to its MP 
department. Once the MP acquires the ROCA, all 
questions of its legitimacy as the Russian Orthodox 
Church and the heir to Patriarch Tikhon will 
finally be put to rest. Unfortunately, so will all 
hopes of a genuine spiritual resurrection in Russia. 

The Russian people are depending on the 
ROCA to be there when they are ready for what 
ROCA has to offer. The Russian people have been 


under a deluge of lies and propaganda for decades. 


They are completely drenched. They are now only 
beginning to dry out. When they do dry out, 
ROCA will need to bring back the little flame of the 
true Orthodox Church that it carried out at the 
time of the revolution. That little flame must not 
be allowed to go out by putting it out into the rain 
of lies that is the MP. It must be guarded carefully 
so it can start a proper fire when it’s time. That can 
only happen when the firewood is sufficiently dry 
and ready to catch fire. Otherwise, the still wet logs 
will not catch and the showers will extinguish the 
little flame. 

The godless regime in Russia did not collapse 
after a few years, as was expected by many, and 
ROCA found itself dispersed, by the providence of 
God, throughout most of the world. And so now 
ROCA’s responsibility is not only to the people of 
Russia, but to all those who seek the Kingdom of 
Heaven the world over, regardless of race or nation- 
ality. Christ has many other sheep in other yards as 
well, that He needs to bring into His flock. 

And that is why now, more than ever, ROCA 
needs to continue to live and to remain absolutely 
steadfast in its witness to Holy Orthodoxy, abso- 
lutely resisting the spirit of this world which is 
trying to take it over and make it join the church of 
the Antichrist. 

Nothing written here is really new. It has all 
been written many times before, and undoubtedly 
will be written many times again. 

Everyone decides for himself based on what is 
in his heart. Pray, like you’ve never prayed before, 
that God grant you the love of nothing but the 
Truth in your heart, at any cost. Ifyou are fortunate 
to receive such a love of Truth, then be prepared to 
pay the price for it. The price is going to be very 
high, but it will be worth it many, many times over. 
You will be one of those fortunate few who will 
escape the delusions of the Antichrist and live 
forever with Christ. 


— Father Nikita Grigoriev 


Rector, St. John of Kronstadt Parish, Utica NY 


Instructor of Apologetics, Holy Trinity Seminary, 


Jordanville, NY 1986-2006 
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ON THE PEACE OF CHRIST 
METROPOLITAN PHILARET OF NEW YORK 


The luminary St. Gregory the Theologian 
spoke in his inspired writings about our great 
feastdays being mysteries of God’s grace, for every 
great feast of the Lord grants the believing soul a 
certain grace-filled gift. In particular, all of you 
know what a special gift of bright joy the Lord 
grants a Christian during the bright Paschal night, 
for Paschal joy is something unique, incomparable 
to anything else. Yet on the feast of the Nativity of 
Christ, the luminary said, the Lord grants the 
believing and humble soul a special peace. This is 
in complete accordance with what the holy angels 
sang above the fields of Bethlehem on that blessed 
Nativity night: “Glory to God in the highest and on 
earth peace!” 

But one must only remember, beloved breth- 
ren, that there can be different types of peace. The 
Lord Jesus Christ said to His disciples at the Mys- 
tical Supper, when He was bidding them farewell: 
“T leave you peace, I grant you My peace!”, and 
immediately added: “I give it not to you as the 
world gives.” For His peace is the peace about 
which the angels sang — this is a spiritual peace; it is 
the peace between man and God, the peace be- 
tween a man and his conscience. Specifically, this 
is a spiritual, radiant peace. But there exists another 
type of peace. It is that peace about which the Lord 
spoke in the Old Testament through the prophets: 
“They vainly say, ‘Peace, peace!’, but there is no 
peace!” Elsewhere it is said directly, that the inig- 
uitous shall have no peace. There is no peace, said 
the Lord. Nowadays there is a lot of talk about 
peace; they speak and write many beautiful words, 
but the peace of which they speak is not at all the 
peace of Christ! Regarding that peace about which 
now there is so much fanfare, the Lord said once 
and for all: “Do not think that I brought peace to 
earth. I brought not peace, but division,” while in 
another Gospel: “I have brought not peace to earth, 
but the sword!” For He brought the light of Truth, 
and Truth divides people: some recognize It and 
revere It, defending and confessing It, while others 
are deaf and blind towards It, or even reject It, 
becoming Its enemy. 


Thus Truth, which in and of itself is bright, 
joyous and radiant, becomes the cause of division 
among people. What can be said about that peace, 
about those who make such a fuss over it, wishing 
to unite the most contradictory teachings and foun- 
dations into one? They wish to unite those things 
which irreconcilably war against each other. In this 
case can there even be inner peace? These things 
may be brought together through external union, 
but that would be unstable, and essentially this 
could never happen, because those who enter such 
unions do not recognize each other and speak 
completely different things. This type of peace, no 
matter how much is spoken or written about it, 
mankind will never see. You see for yourselves what 
is becoming of life. What kind of peace is this? I 
repeat, there is much talk about peace, but does it 
resemble real peace in the least? Probably soon 
Earth will look like some sort of powder keg, 
needing only a match to be lit to cause a deadly 
explosion. Therefore, don’t be thinking that this 
peace will come to earth. 

But Christ the Savior said to His faithful: “I leave 
you peace and grant you peace!” This is the holy 
peace about which the angels sang on Nativity night! 
Oh, brethren, that this blessed peace of Christ would 
come to dwell in our life, in the life of our Church, 
in the life of our parishes and in our personal lives! 
How much confrontation and division there is! How 
often people do not trust each other! They suspect 
each other of the ugliest intentions and actions! But 
if there were peace and mutual trust, there would be 
none of this, and church life would flow calmly, filled 
with light. Therefore, when the Church sings to us 
of the peace announced by the angels, we too must 
take care to fill our own sinful lives as well with this 


peace. Amen. 


From The Sermons and Teaching of His Eminence 
Metropolitan Philaret First Hierarch of the Rus- 
sian Church Abroad; Volume 2, published by the 
Russian Youth Committee of the Russian Or- 
thodox Church Abroad, 1989. Translated from 
the Russian by Eugenia Chisholm. 
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COMMENTARY ON THE SYNOD OF BISHOPS’ 
“CLARIFICATION OF THE DIALOGUE PROCESS” 
AND THE “ACT ON CANONICAL COMMUNION” 
BISHOP AGAFANGEL OF ODESSA 


Since a document has appeared on the 
ROCOR Synod web site on September 11, 2006, 
signed by our hierarchs, the very first signed affir- 
mation of an essentially new ecclesiology for 
ROCOR, I deemed it my responsibility to express 
this commentary. 

What is unconditionally new for our Russian 
Church Abroad in the Clarification is that in this 
document it is 4 priori and unconditionally admit- 
ted that the current Moscow Patriarchate is the 
fullness of the Russian Orthodox Church, with a 
Patriarch and other ruling organs (Sobor and 
Synod) which are lawful: Meanwhile we, essen- 
tially, are a part of that Moscow Patriarchate, and 
this merely needs to be affirmed legislatively. That 
is the purpose for developing the Act on Canonical 
Communion. This arrangement defines the very 
form and spirit of this Clarification, which was 
especially expressed in its conclusion. 

I do not share this point of view in principle. 
However, in this commentary I want to speak 
extremely briefly only about this specific document 
from our Synod. 

The author of the Clarification writes that the 
ROCOR and MP dialogue commissions have 
reached a consensus on the questions of Sergianism 
and ecumenism in the documents ratified and 
approved by the Synods of both churches (“On the 
Attitude of Church and State” and “On the Atti- 
tude toward the Heterodox Religions and Inter- 
faith Organizations”), and according to the com- 
missions’ conclusion, this opinion correlates to the 
principal positions of the Russian Orthodox 
Church Abroad. 

I will not undertake a detailed analysis of all the 
evasive and ambiguous terminology used in these 
documents; I will merely point out that in any case 
all the efforts by the commissions to resolve out- 
standing issues have clearly been insufficient. 

For the MP, all existing agreements with 
ROCOR are nothing more than the many personal 


opinions within that structure (for example, in the 
documents signed in the WCC, one may find an 
alternate opinion). Therefore, this opinion may 
easily change depending on circumstances. We all 
clearly remember the assurances made long ago by 
Metropolitan Kirill (Gundyaey), that they were just 
waiting for the 2006 WCC General Assembly in 
order to pull out of that organization. Now we hear 
the complete opposite from the same man, about the 
MP’s intention to expand its presence in the World 
Council of Churches (this fact alone is evidence that 
it is dangerous to enter into dialogue with Met. 
Kirill). Within the MP there is no conciliar condem- 
nation of ecumenism, and this is exactly why such 
mutually-exclusive statements are possible. So what 
can we expect from the Moscow Patriarchate in 
order to remove the issue of ecumenism? 

It is senseless to demand a condemnation of the 
Declaration of Metropolitan Sergius if this con- 
demnation will not mean some internal changes 
(i.e. repentance). As I understand it, the basic sin of 
Sergianism lies in the violation of the dogma of the 
catholicity of the Church. In this regard, the very 
convoking of a Pomestny MP Sobor (similar to our 
Pan-Abroad Sobor) will be the best evidence of 
repentance for the sin of Sergianism and the resto- 
ration ofa catholicity of structure. If the Declara- 
tion had dealt only with the relations between 
Church and state (which is the emphasis made in 
the Clarification and in the commission docu- 
ments), then truly it should have been forgotten 
long ago. What should we expect from the MP in 
order to close the matter of Sergianism? 

A conciliar condemnation of Sergianism and 
ecumenism by the Moscow Patriarchate is required! 

Regarding a Pomestny Sobor, I can only repeat 
what I wrote before, that the establishment of 
eucharistic communion, given mutual recognition 
ofa common ecclesiology and preserving the exist- 
ing status of the parts of the Local (Pomestny) 
Russian Church are completely sufficient for joint 
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participation in a Pomestny Sobor, which alone is 
qualified to define the legitimate canonical struc- 
ture of the fullness of the Russian Church. 

Therefore, one may conclude that our Synod’s 
Clarification, unfortunately, does not fully an- 
swer the principal issues in our mutual relations 
with the Moscow Patriarchate at this stage of their 
development. 

But the fact that the Act on Canonical Com- 
munion, a document on which the fate of the 
Church Abroad depends, was compiled in secret 
from the flock, clergy and many of the hierarchs, 


without considering their opinions (and who are 
simply presented with the fact), was adopted by the 
Synod (without even considering that two mem- 
bers of the Synod were opposed), is a most grievous 
violation of catholicity now in our Church as well. 

Therefore I, together with Vladikas Hilarion 
and Gabriel, do not recognize the document signed 
by the Synod approving the Act on Canonical 
Communion. 


+Bishop Agafangel 
Odessa, September 12, 2006 


A LETTER OF APPEAL TO THE HIERARCHS 
OF THE RUSSIAN ORTHODOX CHURCH OUTSIDE RUSSIA 


21 Nov/ 4 Dec 2006 
Entry of the Mother of God 


Beloved Archpastors and Fathers in God: 

With heavy heart I regard the impending (so it 
seems) submission of our Church to the Moscow 
Patriarchate. For more than a quarter-century we 
have worked together, seeking first, I trust, the 
Kingdom of God. By His Grace, the work of the St. 
John of Kronstadt Press has flourished, and the 
Church’s mission in Haiti has grown, and our tiny 
parish of the Annunciation has held firm in the 
Faith. Now, I look upon the impending dissolu- 
tion of my family, spiritual and corporeal, and I 
weep — serving, perhaps for the last time, with 
many of my brethren with whom I have so long 
labored. My own family is only one of hundreds, 
more likely thousands, which will be shattered if the 
proposed submission actually takes place. 

As you well know, Iam not Russian, nor Greek, 
nor Syrian. I am at least as much Haitian as 
American at this point — and really neither. My 
commitment is to Orthodox Christianity — and so 
it should be for every Orthodox Christian. But it 
seems that an overwhelming tide of sentiment for 
“Russian unity” is driving the move to submission, 
with much else laid aside, to be dealt with at a later 
date — or altogether ignored. 

Were the Moscow Patriarchate what it pretends 
to be, and is in effect proclaimed to be by the proposed 


“Act of Canonical Communion” — that is, truly the 
Orthodox Church of Russia, then there would be no 
question: we, ROCOR, must either resume our place 
within it, or be canonically established as a wholly 
independent body. But, historically and 
ecclesiologically, I cannot see this to be the case. 

But what is today known as the Moscow 
Patriarchate has no historical or theological conti- 
nuity with the Orthodox Church of Russia, the 
Church of St. Tikhon and the New-Martyrs and 
Confessors. By the might of the Soviet state, the 
once-legitimate Metropolitan Sergius, having 
gone into schism, became at best a usurper, at 
worst an outright impostor and fraud. The post- 
Declaration “Church” was wholly the creation of 
the Soviet power, conceived to further its own evil 
designs. Following in the same model was the 
“restoration” of the “patriarchate”, at Stalin’s be- 
hest. Unless we engage in Soviet-style rewriting of 
history (and it seems there are many so occupied), 
this history cannot be undone. What was created 
was at best a schism (the legitimate Orthodox 
Church of Russia continuing within Russia in the 
catacombs, outside Russia in what is now known as 
the Russian Orthodox Church Outside Russia). It 
was a schism (or far worse) compounded by its later 
engagement in ecumenism, rightly condemned by 
the Anathema proclaimed by our Church. 

Such a separation cannot be remedied by “ne- 
gotiations”, but only by open acknowledgment of 


— 


the Truth and public repentance on the part of 
those who have perpetrated the false “church”. 
This has not occurred. “Regret” will not do. 

Ata recent meeting of the clergy of the Southern 
Deanery, one of my brother priests (himselfa propo- 
nent of submission), asked what would satisfy us 
(those who cannot in good conscience be party to 
such a submission). This is a fair question — for, to 
the best of my knowledge, all of us grieve at the 
current situation, in which we are (we believe rightly) 
sacramentally isolated from nearly all of what claims 
to be Orthodoxy — not only the schismatic Moscow 
Patriarchate, but as well the so-called OCA, the 
Ecumenical Patriarchate, and the rest of “World 
Orthodoxy”. We would dearly love to see an and to 
this isolation — but not at the expense of Truth. 

I can answer only for myself, but suspect many 
others would make a similar answer. On the count 
of what has come to be known as “Sergianism”, the 
answer is fairly simple. A clearly stated renuncia- 
tion by the Moscow Patriarchate (in the person of 
the “patriarch” himself and enacted by synodal 
decree) of the infamous “Declaration” which pro- 
claimed the submission of the “Church” to the 
State, and public repentance for having partici- 
pated in the institution which falsely proclaimed 
itself to be the “Russian Orthodox Church” would 
be necessary. Further, those individuals who re- 
ceived their illegitimate ecclesiastical authority 
from that Soviet institution must publicly repent 
and retire from their offices — or be reinstated by 
a legitimate Sobor — not one controlled by those 
very same persons and their appointees. Impos- 
sible? No; for with God all things are possible. 

With respect to ecumenism, the question is far 
more complex, for it involves not only the Moscow 
Patriarchate, but as well all those bodies with which 
it is in sacramental communion. (If the “Act” is 
ultimately adopted and implemented, those who 
accept the submission would likewise be in com- 
munion with those same bodies). As to the Mos- 
cow Patriarchate itself, an immediate and uncondi- 
tional withdrawal from the World Council of 
Churches would be an encouraging sign, though 
far from a complete response. 

Incomplete, because it would not address the 
question of the other bodies with which the 


Moscow Patriarchate remains in sacramental com- 
munion. Briefly, only the two most egregious cases 
need be mentioned: The ecumenist activities of the 
Ecumenical Patriarchate (and its subsidiary, the 
Greek Orthodox Church in the Americas) are too 
well-known and too current to require further 
comment; even one of its most “traditional” 
hierarchs publicly proclaimed the Orthodox 
Church and the Roman Catholic Church to be 
“two lungs” of the same body. But far more serious 
is the second: What calls itself the Orthodox 
Church of Syria has formally and publicly entered 
into sacramental union with the heretical 
Monophysite church of Syria (which even now on 
its web site proclaims its rejection of the Council of 
Chalcedon and adherence to its heresy). In ourown 
backyard we have, of course, its child, the 
Antiochian Archdiocese of North America. Are we 
to be a party to all this? God forbid! 

Thus, the only fully satisfactory response to this 
issue on the part of the Moscow Patriarchate would 
be for it to adopt the course set by Metropolitan 
Philaret, of blessed memory, and to sever sacramen- 
tal communion with those ecclesiastical bodies 
which engage in such heretical activity. Impos- 
sible? No. But, sadly, unlikely. 

For most of the twenty-six years since my 
baptism and ordination, I have found it necessary 
frequently to reassure troubled people that no 
“intercommunion” with the Moscow Patriarchate 
was imminent, that I believed our hierarchs would 
hold firm in their commitment to true Orthodox 
Christianity. I watched schism after schism, 
grieved over the premature flight of many of my 
brother priests out of fear of such an event, and 
continued (and still continue) to voice my convic- 
tion that only official (as opposed to disorderly and 
disobedient behavior) action is ground for active 
response. Now, it appears, we are on the brink of 
such action. If the “Act” as proposed is actually 
adopted by our hierarchy, and proceeds to imple- 
mentation (in the form of public concelebration by 
hierarchs of our Church and those of the Moscow 
Patriarchate), our Church as I have known it will 
have ceased to exist — or will continue to exist only 
as a remnant Church, not a party to the “Act” of 
submission to the Moscow Patriarchate. 


Should that day arrive, God forbid, I cannot in 
good conscience be a party to the submission. I 
have no “plans”, have communicated with no other 
hierarchs, and do not know what is to become of me 
personally, nor of those committed into my charge. 
As directed by ukase, I will do my best to inform my 
flock of the situation, of the proposed actions — 
and of my own response to it. In response to 
numerous anguished inquires, from clergy and lay 
people alike, I have counseled the same: wait, and 
pray; when and if the day of definitive action comes, 
the godly path will become apparent. 

As you well know, I have resisted, and continue 
to resist, anything resembling the Mansonville 
schism. This does not mean, however, that my 
conscience is quiescent. Vladyka Gabriel, you and 
I discussed the proposed preposterous “permissive 
non-commemoration” some months ago, at which 
time you found it as absurd as I. Indeed, it is an 
insult to the integrity and intelligence of those to 
whom it is addressed. How does this differ from a 
conscripted soldier hiring a replacement, or a 
Christian who hires someone to take his place 
before the idol? 

I cannot commemorate a false patriarch, nor 
can I be part of the false church which he heads — 
whether I myself utter his name at liturgy or not. 
The time has not yet come, though it now appears 
it almost certainly will do so— but when it does, if 
need be I'll stand alone, whatever form that might 
take. At that point, as I see itthe Church which gave 
me birth and has nourished me will have ceased to 
exist, swallowed up in an anti-church. I won’t have 
“gone into schism” or “left” — I’ll simply be left 
standing where I was before. 

Whatis that point? The point at which submis- 
sion is formally declared, and/or Metropolitan 
Laurus publicly concelebrates with or commemo- 
rates the pseudo-patriarch. 

Is it possible 1am wrong? Of course, and I freely 
admit that I might yet be “enlightened” — but not 
by “negotiations” and rewriting of history. 


On the brink of departure for a two-week visit 
to our missions in Haiti, I am especially concerned 
for the future of the flock there: two priests, a 
deacon, six established missions, some hundreds of 
faithful. What is to become of them? Again, I will 
do my best to explain the situation (in a meeting of 
clergy and the most aware readers and laymen next 
week), and to explore with them their options. 

Beloved hierarchs: If this “Act” is adopted and 
implemented, it will have a devastating effect upon 
me personally, and upona very large number of our 
clergy and faithful. Many will scatter, grieving and 
reluctant, into other “jurisdictions”. Nota few will 
despair and fall into total apostasy. Some will 
withdraw into isolation (as has already at least one 
family), doing their best to survive with private 
prayers and readers’ services, cut off from all sacra- 
mental communion. 

In the name of God, I beseech you, stop this 
course while it is yet possible. Continue discus- 
sions, of course — not only with the Moscow 
Patriarchate, but even with outright heretics, 
where it is possible in good faith. But discussions 
are not negotiations, and the Truth is not to be 
compromised. 

Prior to sending this letter of appeal to you I 
have shared it with a few close associates amongst 
the clergy (not for further distribution), trusting 
their insights to help me better to say what must be 
said. I intend later — but only after allowing time 
for your responses, if any — to make it public, 
believing truly that “by silence is God betrayed”. 

Please forgive me if I have been over-bold, or if 
I have in any way offended you. I regret that I 
cannot simply lay my own conscience aside and 
follow, blindly as a sheep the shepherd. Had I been 
able to do that earlier in my life, I would never have 
become Orthodox — and I cannot do so now. 
Begging your prayers... 


In Christ Jesus, 
Unworthy Archpriest Gregory Williams 
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At St. Augustine’s in Jacmel, where readers’ 
services every Saturday and Sunday are attended by 
50 or more of the faithful, and monthly liturgies by 
considerably more, work is in progress on the 
street-side cloture wall and entry gates. As in most 
construction in Haiti, all work is done by hand — 
stone-cutting, cement- and mortar-mixing. Only 
for the largest jobs (such as pouring the floor for the 
church) are “modern” tools used. The trip to 
Jacmel this time was by car — necessary in order to 
transport sacks of Mission Bleu to keep the 
Mission’s coffee-lovers supplied. 


Name:Address: 
City/State/ZIP: 
Telephone: 


Expiration date: _ /_ 


MISSION BLEU 
TREAT YOURSELF TO ONE OF THE WORLD’S FINEST COFFEES 


ORGANICALLY GROWN ® F'arR-TRADE: PURCHASED DIRECTLY FROM A PEASANT-OWNED COLLECTIVE 
VVACUUM-BAGGED ROASTED WHOLE BEAN (OR UNROASTED CAFE LAVE) 


As soon as it is available, please send me ___ pounds (@ $15/Ib.) of Mission Bleu, for the support of the 
Haitian Orthodox Mission. (Shipping costs are additional: $5 for 1 or 2 packages, $10 for 5 packages within 
the US; elsewhere, or for larger quantities, please call for shipping information.) 


IT enclose my [ ] check or money order [ ] MasterCard/VISA (number below). 


MasterCard/VISA number: - = 


SS Peter and Paul at Léogane is a two-hour 
bone-jarring trip each way from Maison Mission (if 
there are no “complications” — mercifully none for 
this trip). The small community there makes the 
trip frequently to Nativity for services; at present 
only occasional services can be conducted at the 
chapel (ina rented house), which is also home to an 
adult literacy program operated by the mission. 


At Les Cayes, the Church of St. John of San 


Francisco is growing steadily in its now-stable 


Please mail to: 

Haitian Orthodox Mission 
1180 Orthodox Way 
Liberty, TN 37095 


home (in a rented school building on the water- 
front), much more attractive after some consider- 
able interior work. We hope to begin construction 


soon on a permanent building on the newly-ac- 


t. Nicholas at Cap-Haitien, with a flock of 
about twenty faithful, continues to struggle with- 
out a real “home”, but at least benefits from the 
kindness of the Roi Cristophe management for a 
stable location for monthly vigil & liturgy. 


si 


Sree ey 


The clergy/readers’ seminar, with fifteen in 
attendance, occupied a full day of the visit. It was 
hosted by Eddy Gideon and his wife Emmanuella, 


choose a dedicated use below if you wish.) 


Name: Address: 
City/State/ZIP: 
Telephone: 
MasterCard/VISA number: - - 
Expiration date: _ /_ 


[ ] Yes... I want to pledge support for the Haitian Orthodox Mission! Please record my pledge through Decem- 
ber 2006 for a contribution of [ ] $200 [ ] $100 [ ]$50 [ ] other amount ( ) monthly, by [ ] check or 
[ ] MasterCard/VISA (number below). I enclose my first month’s pledge for 


at the OK Corral Restaurant at the northwestern 
edge of Port-au-Prince. Needless to say, the décor 


was a bit amusing. 


ES 
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And to come...: Memorial contributions (re- 
quested by her family in lieu of flowers) for Dor- 
othy Clader provide the basis for construction of a 
much-needed chapel at LaPlaine dedicated to her 
patron, St. Dorothy of Kashin, within the Foyer of 
St. Mary of Egypt. Considerably more is needed, of 
course (and how much we can raise will determine 
the possibilities for the chapel). I expect to see basic 
plans laid and construction started while in Haiti 
even as you receive this. Prayers requested for a safe 
and fruitful journey! 


. (You may of course 


[ ] Yes... I want to make a one-time contribution toward the capital expenses of the Haitian Orthodox Mission, in the 
amount of [ ] $1000 [ ] $500 [ ] $250 [ ] $100 [ ] other amount ( 

{ ] check [ ] MasterCard/VISA (number below). I would like my contribution to be used for [ ] support of the church- 
related schools [ ] purchase and construction of church/mission sites [ ] transportation funds for faithful living at long 
distances from the church [ ] aid to MEPE (Children’s Movement for Protection of the Environment) [ ] however needed. 


), for which I enclose my 


Please mail to: 
Haitian Orthodox Mission 


Se 1180 Orthodox Way 


Liberty, TN 37095 


